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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . Due to communications filed 10/18/04, the following is a final office action. 
Claims 1, 17 and 20 have been amended. Claims 1-20 are pending in this application 
and have been examined on the merits. The previous rejection has been withdrawn, 
and the following reflects the claims as amended. Claims 1-20 have been rejected as 
follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1,3-12, 15-17, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Zeitman (US 5,940,481), and further in view of DeLorme et al., (US 
5,948,040). 

As per claim 1, Zeitman discloses: 

accessing by a user communication with a server computer on the computer 
network, the server computer operating a program for reserving a parking space at a 
parking facility and containing data relating to a plurality of parking facilities, (Abstract, 
lines 1-6, [shows central interface unit being in communication with at least one user, w/ 
Col. 6, lines 3-4, [shows multiplicity of disperse parking facilities], w/ Col. 5, lines 2-9, 
[central control unit registering reservation]); 
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identifying a parking facility and the time for which a parking space is required in 
the parking facility, (Col. 4, lines 8-11, [parking facility identity and time of parking]); 

reserving the parking space the parking facility, (col. 4, lines 20-23, [user of 
vehicle reserved the use of the parking facility]); 

effecting payment for the parking space by providing or identifying information to 
enable the server computer directly or indirectly transfer funds for the parking 
reservation from a user designated payment source to target account, (Col. 4, lines 61- 
63, [charging users telephone account]); and 

receiving confirmation from the server computer that the parking reservation has 
been made, (col. 5,lines 15-18, [user receives confirmation]). 

Zeitman fails to disclose the user having directly or indirectly a lease agreement 
relating at least in part to the parking facility; or accessing the lease agreement to 
check for consistency between the lease agreement and the parking reservation, but 
does disclose an electronic parking management system in the abstract, lines 1-6. 

However, DeLorme et al discloses: 

the user having directly or indirectly a lease agreement relating at least in part to 
the parking facility, (col. 81, lines 62-65, outputs can be rental or lease reservations); or 

accessing the lease agreement to check for consistency between the lease 
agreement and the parking reservation, (Col. 16, lines 50-55, outputs are available for 
confirmation and verification of reservations). 
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DeLorme et al discloses these limitations in an analogous art for the purpose of 
showing that lease reservations can be incorporated into a travel reservation 
information and planning system. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the user to have directly or indirectly a lease agreement relating 
at least in part to the parking facility or to access the lease agreement to check for 
consistency between the lease agreement and the parking reservation with the 
motivation of electronically reserving a valid parking space at a parking facility. 

As per claim 3, wherein the user accesses from a PC computer is inherent with 
Zeitman since Zeitman discloses that the user interface unit communicates via 
communication network systems such as the Internet by way of a computer terminal 
connected to a modem. In this case, the computer terminal connected to a model 
utilized by a user is analogous to a PC. 

As per claim 4, Zeitman discloses: 

wherein multiple parking spaces are identified in a parking facility and the parking 
reservation an extended period of time, (Col. 6, lines 3-4, [parking spaces at a 
multiplicity of disperse parking facilities], Col. 3, lines 33-36, [subscription for parking]).. 

As per claim 5, Zeitman discloses: 

wherein the extended period of time is a one month parking reservation in an 
office building, (Col. 3, lines 33-36, [monthly subscription]). 
As per claim 6, Zeitman discloses: 
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wherein reserving the space is carried out by reviewing information provided by 
the server computer in response data input by the user and following prompts by the 
server computer to indicate that information is approved, (Col. 5 lines 2-18, [central 
control unit providing user with a map to select a parking facility and receiving 
confirmation from the central control unit]). 

As per claim 7, Zeitman discloses: 

wherein payment effected by inputting credit card information to the server 
computer to enable credit card payment for the reserved parking space by electronic 
debiting the credit card account, (Col. 6, lines 15-18, [using a credit card to charge 
account]). 

As per claim 8, Zeitman discloses: 

wherein payment is effected by providing bank account particulars of the user to 
facilitate electronic transfer funds between the user designated payment source and the 
target account, (col. 3, lines 23-28, [bank account used to bill user]). 

As per claim 9, wherein the confirmation received comprises a printout including 
an access code for entry to the parking facility is inherent with Zeitman since Zeitman 
discloses that the user may use the user interface unit to communicate an authorization 
signal to lift the barrier to allow access to a parking facility in Col. 3, lines 65-67, and 
that the user interface includes a computer terminal in Col. 3, lines 19-21. Since 
computer terminals contain printers, it would be inherent to print out the authorization 
code used to activate the authorization signal to lift the barrier. 
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As per claim 10, Zeitman fails to disclose processing security and/or password 
information to limit access information to a particular user, but does disclose a user 
interface that accesses information in col. 2-7. 

However DeLorme et al discloses: 

processing security and/or password information to limit access information to a 
particular user, (Col. 37, lines 3-20, [entry of user password]). DeLorme et al discloses 
this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of showing that a specific user can be 
identified via password in order to determine that user's registration status for permitting 
access or download of VALUABLE OUTPUT. & 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to process security and/or password information to limit access 
information to a particular user with the motivation of showing that only certain users 
have the right to access certain forms of data. 

As per claims 11,12, Zeitman discloses: 

Accessing the server computer by a parking facility owner receive data relating to 
a preselected parking facility/accessing the server computer by a parking facility 
operator to receive data relating to a preselected parking facility, (Col. 4, line 6-23, 
[sensor on parking facility server checks to see if vehicle already had reservations, in 
this case, the parking facility owner/operator is inherent with Zeitman since the server 
computer is shown to be a standard, accessible computer with an interface unit that is 
located at the parking facility in Fig. 1 , [12, 14, 16], the interface allows a user to access 
the central control unit). 
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As per claim 15, Zeitman discloses: ; 

wherein accessing by a user of the server computer is accomplished by means 
of a modem or high speed connection between the user computer and the server, (col. 
3, lines 19-22, [user interface unit includes a computer terminal connected to a 
modem]). 

As per claim 16, Zeitman discloses: 

wherein accessing by a user of the server computer is accomplished by means 
of a dedicated connection line between the user computer and the server computer, 
(col. 3, lines 12-16, [wired or wireless communication link]). 

As per claim 17, Zeitman discloses: 

server computer on the computer network for operating a parking reservation 
program and containing data relating parking facilities and users thereof, (Col. 2, line 
65-Col. 3, line 5, [central control unit]); 

means within the server computer for receiving and processing data received 
from users through computers in the computer network relating a parking space to be 
reserved at the parking facility at a selected time, (col. 4, lines 7-24, [reporting to central 
control unit], w/ col. 5,lines 2-9, [central control unit registering reservation], Col. 3, lines 
1-3, [central control unit contains a data processing and information center]); 

transfer funds from an account designated the user target account a parking 
facility operator, (col. 3, lines 23-32, [billing apparatus]); and 

parking reservation confirmation message to the user relating to the parking 
reservation, (col. 5, lines 15-18, [receives confirmation]). 
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Zeitman fails to disclose the user having directly or indirectly a lease agreement 
relating at least in part to the parking facility; or accessing the lease agreement to 
check for consistency between the lease agreement and the parking reservation, but 
does disclose an electronic parking management system in the abstract, lines 1-6. 

However, DeLorme et al discloses: 

the user having directly or indirectly a lease agreement relating at least in part to 
the parking facility, (col. 81 , lines 62-65, outputs can be rental or lease reservations); or 

accessing the lease agreement to check for consistency between the lease 
agreement and the parking reservation, (Col. 16, lines 50-55, outputs are available for 
confirmation and verification of reservations). 

DeLorme et al discloses these limitations in an analogous art for the purpose of 
showing that lease reservations can be incorporated into a travel reservation 
information and planning system. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the user to have directly or indirectly a lease agreement relating 
at least in part to the parking facility or to access the lease agreement to check for 
consistency between the lease agreement and the parking reservation with the 
motivation of electronically reserving a valid parking space at a parking facility. 

As per claim 19, the following is inherent with Zeitman since Zeitman discloses 
that communications for a user takes place via a user interface, which is shown to be a 
computer terminal in col. 3, lines 19-20, and a computer terminal comprises a computer 
screen: 
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Comprises a computer screen message thereof. 

4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zeitman 
(US 5,940,481 ) as applied to claiml above, in further view of DeLorme et al., (US 
5,948,040), and further in view of Racunas, Jr. (US 5,501,391). 

As per claim 2, neither Zeitman nor DeLorme et al disclose wherein the parking 
facility is selected from the group consisting office building, sports stadium, airport, 
concert theater, but Zeitman does disclose a parking facility in col. 6, lines 4-5. 

However, Racunas, Jr. discloses: 

wherein the parking facility is selected from the group consisting office building, 
sports stadium, airport, concert theater, (Col. 6, lines 11-15, [airport parking lot, 
entertainment forum parking lot]). Racunas, Jr. discloses this limitation in an analogous 
art for the purpose of showing that parking facilities do exist in the airline and 
entertainment field. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the parking facility to be selected from the group consisting 
office building, sports stadium, airport, concert theater with the motivation of showing 
that a variety of parking facility types exist. 

5. Claims 13, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Zeitman (US 5,940,481) as applied to claim 1 above, in further view of DeLorme et al, 
and further in view of Yoshida, (US 5,877,704). 

As per claim 13, neither Zeitman nor DeLorme et al disclose accessing of server 
computer by a full system operator to receive data relating to preselected parking facility 
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as the capability to modify the computer program, but Zeitman does disclose using the 
server computer to receive data relating to preselected parking facility in Col. 4, lines 6- 
23. 

However, Yoshida discloses: 

accessing of server computer by a full system operator to receive data relating to 
preselected parking facility as the capability to modify the computer program, (Col. 6, 
line 45-52, [prompting for answers to modify parking site display and display information 
about the parking site]). Yoshida discloses the access of server computer by a full 
system operator to receive data relating to preselected parking facility as the capability 
to modify the computer program with the motivation of showing that an operator can 
access, retrieve and display information with respect to the parking facility. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to access the server computer by a full system operator to receive 
data relating to preselected parking facility as the capability to modify the computer 
program with the motivation of modifying updated information about the parking facility. 

As per claim 20, Zeitman discloses: 

accessing by a user communication with server computer on the computer 
network, the server computer operating a program for reserving a parking space at a 
parking facility and containing data relating a plurality of parking facilities, (Abstract, 
lines 1-6, [shows central interface unit being in communication with at least one user, w/ 
Col. 6, lines 3-4, [shows multiplicity of disperse parking facilities], w/ Col. 5, lines 2-9, 
[central control unit registering reservation]); 
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identifying a parking facility and the time for which a parking space in the parking 
facility has previously been made, (Col. 4, lines 10-23, esp., line 18-23, [user of vehicle 
already reserved parking facility]); 

effecting payment or receiving refund for the parking space by providing or 
identifying information enable the server computer directly or indirectly transfer funds for 
parking reservation between a user designated payment source and target account, 
(Col, 4, lines 61-63, [charging users telephone account]); and 

receiving confirmation from the server computer that the parking reservation 
been modified, (col. 5, lines 15-18, [user receives confirmation of the reservation]). 

Zeitman fails to disclose the user having directly or indirectly a lease agreement 
relating at least in part to the parking facility; or accessing the lease agreement to 
check for consistency between the lease agreement and the parking reservation, but 
does disclose an electronic parking management system in the abstract, lines 1-6. 

However, DeLorme et al discloses: 

the user having directly or indirectly a lease agreement relating at least in part to 
the parking facility, (col. 81 , lines 62-65, outputs can be rental or lease reservations); or 

accessing the lease agreement to check for consistency between the lease 
agreement and the parking reservation, (Col. 16, lines 50-55, outputs are available for 
confirmation and verification of reservations). 

DeLorme et al discloses these limitations in an analogous art for the purpose of 
showing that lease reservations can be incorporated into a travel reservation 
information and planning system. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention for the user to have directly or indirectly a lease agreement relating 
at least in part to the parking facility or to access the lease agreement to check for 
consistency between the lease agreement and the parking reservation with the 
motivation of electronically reserving a valid parking space at a parking facility. 

Neither Zeitman nor DeLorme et al disclose modifying previously recorded data 
relating the reservation parking space in the parking facility, but Zeitman does disclose 
reserving a space in a parking facility in col. 4, lines 20-23. 

However, Yoshida discloses: 

modifying previously recorded data relating the reservation parking space in the 
parking facility, (col. 6, lines 46-53, [updating parking site display for parking site 
reservation information], w/ Col. 12, lines 51-60 [shows that a reservation processing 
number sent is compared to one sent previously and display information for that vehicle 
is sent to the display if the car was previously registered including parking site entry 
time information]). Yoshida discloses the modification of previously recorded data 
relating the reservation parking space in the parking facility for the purpose of making a 
reservation easier for a returning customer. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art tat the time of the 
applicant's invention to modify previously recorded data relating the reservation parking 
space in the parking facility with the motivation of quickly and effectively updating a 
returning customer's information. 
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6. Claims 14, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Zeitman (US 5,940,481 ) as applied to claim 1 above, in further view of DeLorme et al, 
and further in view of Levergood et al., (US 5,708,780). 

As per claims 14, 18, neither Zeitman nor DeLorme et al disclose wherein 
different users have different levels of access information contained in server 
computer/wherein the server computer provides different levels of access to information 
and data according to the nature of the user, but Zeitman does disclose accessing 
information from a user interface in col. 5, lines 2-7. 

However, Levergood et al discloses: 

wherein different users have different levels of access information contained in 
server computer/wherein the server computer provides different levels of access to 
information and data according to the nature of the user, (Col. 10, lines 24-33, [access 
to "priority gold" page]). Levergood et al discloses this limitation in an analogous art for 
the purpose of showing that certain users have access to more information than other 
users. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicants invention for different users have different levels of access information 
contained in server computer/wherein the server computer provides different levels of 
access to information and data according to the nature of the user with the motivation of 
granting certain users with access to a greater amount of information. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Akiba K Robinson-Boyce whose telephone number is 
703-305-1340. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday 8:30am- 
5pm, and Wednesday, 8:30 am-12:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on 703-305-9643. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-746-7238 
[After final communications, labeled "Box AF"], 703-746-7239 [Official Communications], 
and 703-746-7150 [Informal/Draft Communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"]. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 



tfUb 



A. R. B. 

December 15, 2004 




